
StatesSenate
WASHINGTON, DC20510

The Honorable Bob Perciasepe
Acting Administrator 
U.S. Environmental ProtectionAgency 
1200Pennsylvania Ave, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Acting Director Perciasepe:

June 4, 2013

The Environmental ProtectionAgency (EPA)released farm information for 80,000
livestock facilities in 30states as the result of a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)request 
from national environmental organizations. It is our understanding that the initial release of data 
contained personal information that was not required by the FOIArequest for ten states including 
Arizona, Colorado, Georgia, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Montana, Nebraska, Ohioand Utah.
This release included names and personal addresses. EPAredacted the initial data and resent the 
data only to realize they had again sent out personal information for Montana and Nebraska. 

We are writing today to express concern regarding the sensitivity of the data that was 
released. Unlike most regulated facilities, farms and ranches are also homes and information 
regarding these facilities should be treated and released with that understanding. We also 
understand there are additional concerns regarding biosecurity and the safety of our food supply. 
It is our expectation that EPAwill conduct a thorough review of their FOIApolicies in relation 
to sensitive agriculture producer data. 

Finally, we have several outstanding questions regarding the data that was released and 
your process. 

1. When EPAproposed making similar data available last year through the National 
PollutantDischarge Elimination System(NPDES)Concentrated Animal Feeding 
Operation (CAFO)Reporting Rule, the Department of Homeland Security and the 
Department of Agriculture expressed concern due to the biosecurity and producer 
security implications. This proposal was later withdrawn. Sincethese agencies have been 
engaged on the issue in the past, did the EPAconsult with the Department of Agriculture 
or the Department of Homeland Security at any point throughout this process? 

2. We understand that some of the livestock operations whose data was released did not 
meet the threshold to be qualified as a CAFO. Underwhat authority did you release this 
data? Did the FOIAspecifically request this data? If not, why was this data released and 
why was this information not redacted with the other unnecessary data? Why did EPA
collect data on small farmers under the CAFOthreshold in the first place? What 
environmental concern does the EPAhave that justifies collecting data on farmers who 
may only have a few animals? As an example, the information EPAcompiled on Iowa 
farmers included the information on an individual who had one pig, and another 



individual who had 12 horses. These are just two examples of individuals included in the 
80,000farms that have only a few animals; there are examples in other states of this type 
of data collection as well. What purpose is served in collecting data on people who only 
have a few animals? 

3. What does the EPAplan to do in the future to ensure that agricultural data is protected? 

Thank you for your attention to this matter, we look forward to your response. 

Sincerely, 

-

-






